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Christ’s Mission and Greek (Russian) Catholics 

Two days after Dr. Parker delivered the inspiring address, 
found elsewhere, on the “open door” before Christ’s Mission, 
came to hand a copy of The Friend of Russia, edited by Pastor 
William Fetler, of whom the Literary Editor’s deceased brother, 
when pastor of a church in England, was a warm friend. This 
paper is the organ of the Russian Missionary and Educational 
Society, and is published at 1820 Spring Garden St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. Its object being the evangelization of the Russian 
Catholics, this body of course receives the heartiest sympathy 
from Christ’s Mission, which wishes it Godspeed in its tremen- 
dous task. Ten cents is the price of a single copy of the paper. 


Can This Be Really True? 

The Milwaukee Catholic Citizen, Jan. 25, says: 

For the first time in American history the birthday of Blessed 
Jeanne d’Arc was observed by the American Navy on Monday, 
January 6, the feast of the Epiphany. 

3y directions of Secretary of the Navy Daniels a naval salute 
was directed to be given in her honor; at 12 o’clock noon at the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard at League Island twenty-one guns were 
fired and the flag of France saluted. This is known as the Presi- 
dential salute, and has heretofore only been made on Independ- 
ence Day or in honor of the President of the United States. 


It is earnestly to be hoped that it will also prove to be the 
last time. hei 


A Card from Dr. Arturo Muston 

In a recent communication from Dr. Arturo Muston, from 
Rome, he says: “It is my strong desire to express to you my 
thankfulness for your kindness in sending me regularly your 
most interesting Protestant Review, which I always read with 
much pleasure and benefit. We are fighting the same noble and 
sacred battle—we here at headquarters, and you yonder in the 
wonderful country of liberty, which has given to the world such 
a man as President Wilson! May God strengthen our hands 
and hearts not to fall short in such a mighty task! What the 
enemy of Light and Truth loses here, he tries to gain there: 
a special campaign is on foot to reconquer Great Britain and 
to tie down the United States, which may God forbid, and may 
He frustrate the evil scheme!” 
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No “National Cathedral” Scheme for This Country! ; 
The New York Sun of Jan. 25 contained an item worded thus: 


The Rev. Dr. William T. Manning, rector of Trinity Church, 
at a meeting of the New York Chapter of the National Cathedral 
League, held last Tuesday afternoon, declared that the American 
people could participate in no more fitting thank offering for the 
glorious outcome of the war than to complete the National Ca- 
thedral in Washington as a memorial to the American lives sac- 
rificed in the struggle. 

The National Cathedral Association, through its chapters in 
all parts of the country, is devoted to the completion of the struc- 
ture which was started in 1907 and interrupted by the war. 

“We cannot think of the National Cathedral without thinking 
of the relation of such a building to the life of our country,” Dr. 
Manning said. 

“We think of the glorious site on which the building is rising, 
looking out over Washington, as the temple looked out over the 
Holy City.” 

It is quite true that the United States is a Protestant coun- 
try, founded upon principles diametrically opposed to Vatican- 
ism and all its works, and that it owes nothing to Roman 
Catholicism, although due recognition must be given ungrudg- 
ingly to many services rendered to the country by individual 
Catholics. But when that has been said it is equally true that 
there can be no such building as a “National Cathedral,” and still 
more repugnant to the American fundamental principle of Sep- 
aration of Church and State is the idea that any “building” 
erected by any denomination can bear, as such, any “relation” 
whatever to “the life of our country” in the sense indicated above. 
The “National Cathedral Association” should change its name 
to “Washington Cathedral Association,” but the word “Na- 
tional” in any such title is entirely out of place and conveys an 


impression contrary to one of the most important fundamentals 
of our political system. : 


Dr. Parker’s Inspiring Message 
Attention is directed to the inspiring message contained in 
the address given at Christ’s Mission of Sunday, January 19, the 
ibstance of which will be found on p. 40, by the Rev. James 
Varker, Ph.D., pastor of the Second United Presbyterian Church, 
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. Jersey City. Parts of it may, perhaps come as news to some of 
our readers, but it nevertheless constitutes at once a revelation 
of marvelous opportunity such as Father O’Connor never beheld, 
and a setting forth of responsibility of corresponding magnitude. 
All the friends of Christ’s Mission are to be congratulated upon 
the fact that Dr. Parker has accepted the invitation of the Board 
of Trustees to take a seat in their councils. For years he has 
been well known as a bold and fearless champion of pro- 
hibition and a vigorous protester against every form of evil 
in civic and community life. At a great Orange demonstra- 
tion on July 12, 1913, the writer heard him make the first 
appeal to an audience to work for the conversion of the 
Catholic people that he had ever heard outside the walls of Christ’s 
Mission. In that respect the address still remains the only one 
of its kind. Of his work as a pastor it is sufficient to say that 
he has been with his present charge for twenty-seven years, and 
has refused more than one “advantageous” offer from churches 
whose officers had discerning eyes to see and appreciative minds 
to put something like a proper estimate on his work. To any 
visitor at his Sunday morning services the large percentage of 
both men over 30 and young people under 20 affords the best 
evidence of the combination of the sound, and often learned, 
philosophy and interesting simplicity of his discourses. 


Monsignor Dunn and The Salvation Army 

The Salvation Army may be pardoned if it feels somewhat 
puzzled at being informed by Mgr. John J. Dunn, Chancellor of 
the Archdiocese of New York, on Sunday, Jan. 26, that “out of 
this war the Salvation Army has become an acknowledged insti- 
tution.” Veterans of the Salvation War of thirty years ago ai 
more thought it was something of an “institution” even then 
Mr. Field Glass well remembers standing beside General Willia 
sooth, the Founder of the Salvation Army at an upper window 
of a house in the Strand, in London, as the colossal Salvation 
Army petition in support of the Criminal Law Amendment Act 
was carried on a huge lorry in a mighty procession, headed by t! 
powerful Salvation Army Household Troops Band, to the Hous: 
of Parliament. The bill itself was virtually drawn by the Arn 
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leaders, and even in that day the Salvation Army was “an insti- 
ution” of sufficient power and influence to get that bill passed 
hrough the Commons and the Lords to receive the Royal Assent 
n shorter time than any other measure in the history of the 
ritish Parliament. The Salvation Army will do well to “beware 
f the Greeks when they bring gifts” and to remember that, on 
eneral principles, the hostility of the Roman Church is much to 
e preferred to its friendship. It is true that the Monsignor did 
not give any definition of the word “institution” in this connec- 
tion, but we presume that religiously he has the same opinion of 
Salvationists that he had in 1908. On a circular letter signed by 
iim on Dec. 7 of that year,-as Spiritual Director of the Society 
for the Propagation of the Faith, appeared this statement: 
“Tie Mission Fietp.—There are in the world about 1,500 
millions of human beings. Of that number only 275 millions 
long to the Church of Christ; the others are Protestants, 
schismatics, Infidels or Heathens.” 


The Y. M. C. A. Service in the War 


The unholy glee displayed by the Roman Catholic Church 
and press over the charges that are being made against the 
Y. M. C. A. concerning its administration in France but 
strengthens our suspicion concerning who originated these 
charges. It will be well if Protestants withhold judgment 
until the woodpile has been thoroughly searched for the 
Ethiopian gentleman concealed therein. It may be that he 
will bear the initials K. C. Which, being interpreted, may 
mean “Knights of Calumny.”—Michigan Christian Advocate. 


We have never had any doubt that the attacks upon the 
Y. M. C. A. work had their origin with Papal agents of some 
kind, this opinion being based rather upon the steady fire kept 
p against the organization for years before the war, than any 
special information on the subject since hostilities began. The 
eal cause of the hatred of the Papal representatives is the fact 
hat the Y. M, C. A. stands for evangelical religion—the con- 
ersion of the individual—as taught in the New Testament. 
hat is the real cause of the hostility displayed; although so far 
s a limited personal experience goes, some have complained 


hat the Y. M. C. A. did too little for the army in the evange- 





38 THE PROTESTANT REVIEW 


listic way than too much. The criticism along the line that it 
has done too much doubtless cornes from the same sources that 
moved General Funston when in command on the Texas border 
to forbid any evangelistic effort, because he would not, in effect, 
have the men told that they stood in any need of conversion or 
salvation. If we remember rightly the only services he permitted 
were those of the Protestant Episcopal and Roman Churches— 
which of course do not emphasize the facts of sin and the neces- 
sity of repentance and salvation. For the rest, as an outsider, 
we thought that Dr. Mott took the “harebrained chatter of irre- 
sponsible frivolity” far more seriously than the occasion de- 
manded for all the points made, or sought to be made, against 
the Y. M. C. A., if fully admitted and all put together, amounted 
to nothing more than might reasonably be expected when all the 
circumstances of the case are taken into consideration. More 
than that, such occurrences were probably only such happenings 
as took place—other things being equal—in all the organizations, 
including those of the Government itself, that took such a glori- 
ous part in ridding the world of Prussian militarism. In any 
case, none of these “charges” throw any such sinister light on 
the work itself and the workers—as does the Goate-Breen epi 
sode that formed an essential part of the Knights of Columbus 
Coney Island “drive,” and of which the chief papers in the case 
appeared in the Brooklyn Standard-Union, of August 30, 31, 
1918, and the principal portions of which were given in the Sep 
tember number of this magazine, pp. 286-288, 


“Rum-and-Rome” and “Rome-and-Rum” 

At first sight these expressions appear to be expressions of 
the same idea, but there is really more than a shade of differ 
ence in the meaning. The first has been used for many years 
to imply the use by the Roman priesthood of the liquor traffic as 
a means of enslaving its own laity and of accomplishing its politi 
cal schemes. The second implies the adoption by “Rum” of 
Roman methods in its activities against the welfare of the com 
munity at large, and the declared will of the American nation 
as evinced by the ratification of the Prohibition Amendment t 
the Constitution by 44 State Legislatures (to date). One method 
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of the Vatican agents practised when any law is enacted that 
does not suit them is to defy it—as was suggested by Father 
Belford, of Brooklyn, in his parish paper, as quoted elsewhere. 
\nother method is to make statements that form either mis- 
representation of facts, or by the omission of important elements 
in the matter produce a similar effect to that of a falsehood. A 
minor feature is usually the use of abusive, if not vulgar, lan- 
vuage in spoken and written statements. These points are sug- 
vested by the following New York despatch to the Boston 
Vonitor (Jan. 30): 


“Prussianism. National Prohibition means spies and Prussian- 
sm and endless persecution. Ask your Legislature to oppose 
ratification.” This appears at the top of the menu at a hotel near 
this city, and is an example of the kind of appeal the hotel men, 
vho are opposed to prohibition, aim to make to their patrons in 
their desperate efforts to discredit prohibition. 


“Rome” and “Rum” have always been enemies of the Ameri- 
can people, but now they have come out in the open as antago- 
nizing the American nation as never before. Until the thirty- 
ixth State ratified the amendment their opposition might be 
termed “legitimate” if not patriotic. Since that day, however, 


their utterances have assumed a character very similar to direct 
incitements to treason, or at least to the offences for which Vic- 
tor Berger, the Milwaukee Socialist, and others are on trial— 
facing heavy penalties in case of conviction. 

“Rome” and “Rum” are both foes of all forms of American- 
sm, and, speaking generally, “Rum” learned its systematic and 
ontinual defiance of American laws (enacted as measures of 
what Cardinal Gibbons calls “wise regulations”) from “Rome.” 
Nor is this to be wondered at, seeing that until the last few 
vears the liquor traffic was so largely in the hands of the Pope’s 
“American subjects”’—to use Cardinal Falconio’s expression— 
that it might almost be said to constitute a part of the Vatican 
eligio-political machine. But neither of them had ever taken 
up such a defiant, belligerent attitude as they have since the 
thirty-sixth ratification of the Prohibition Amendment. 
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THE OPEN DOOR BEFORE CHRIST’S MISSION * 


BY REV. JAMES PARKER, PH.D., PASTOR SECOND UNITED PRESBYTE- 
RIAN CHURCH, JERSEY CITY. 


“Behold, I have set before thee an open door.”—Rev. iii, 8. 


This declaration of our Lord to the church at Philadelphia 
seems specially applicable to Christ’s Mission—and at this time 
perhaps more so than at any previous time in its past history. 

I had the privilege of knowing Father O’Connor, first through 
his writings when living in a distant city. Later I met him per 
sonally, and the esteem I had felt for him and his God-given 
work grew with the passing years. He builded wisely and well, 
and the proof is found in the fact that his work still lives. Time 
is the test of any man’s work, and I need not bear witness to it 
success, because it still endures—and that may be taken as th: 
seal of the approval of God. The basis of that work was laid 
upon the fundamental principles of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. 

Father O’Connor believed that in every man’s soul—no mat 
ter who the individual might be—there was something that could 
and would respond to the Gospel appeal, and that when lx 
preached the Gospel he was addressing himself to the very bes' 
there was in the man, and he felt sure that. what he said would 
find some response in the man’s heart. 

His was a many-sided work, but I think the feature that | 
admired most was that it was constructive, not merely destru: 
tive. It was only destructive in the sense that the entrance of lig! 
may be said to destroy the darkness penetrated by it. The pur 
pose of his work was to carry the light into the darkness, and 
so the great purpose of his work was constructive in its vei 
nature. Too much emphasis cannot well be placed on that fact; 
much work of a similar character to his fails because it is onl) 
destructive of error, without setting up any structure of trut! 
in its place. And the real, full Gospel of Christ always builds uj 
character and all the best elements of life. 

Father O’Connor preached the Gospel in the fulness of it 
freedom. He told the Roman Catholic people that the priesthoo: 
of the Great High Priest was all-sufficient for them and thei: 


* The substance (somewhat extended) of an address delivered at Christ's 
Mission on January 19, 1919. 
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spiritual needs. He lifted up before them the living, loving, 
eigning Christ, ready and able to help them in all the vicissi- 
udes of life. Their Church says little or nothing of a Christ 
ike that; it usually presents Him as a dead Christ either on a 
rucifix, or ready for the tomb. He began where Rome left off 
nd taught the true Gospel in all its fullness of power for the 
resent and glory for the future; and that kind of work will 
endure, for it carries the approval of God. 

But, when all this has been said, it was not his privilege to 

have the great and glorious opportunities that confront us to-day. 

\n open door is set before us that he never saw; indeed, it may 

ell be doubted whether he even dreamed of such a situation 
we see to-day. 

What has opened that door, flung it so completely back that 
o earthly—or even infernal—power can close it in our faces? 

The Great War! 

Look at our own country. In this war Catholics and Prot- 
tants have camped and marched and fought and suffered— 
nd bled—side by side. Practically every Catholic soldier has 

lad a Testament given to him—a book that had in the majority of 
cases never been read or even possessed by him before. And no 
‘atholic could read it thoughtfully without noting the absence of 
iv reference to some of the things that his Church had told him 
ere of vital importance. For instance, he found nothing about 
‘ing to Mass on the part of the laity, nor how it was to be “said” 
n the part of the priest. He could find nothing about the 
eed or even the usefulness of asking the Virgin Mary or the 
ints to use their influence with Jesus on his behalf. He 
ould not find one word about Purgatory, nor could he find any 
eference to scapulars or rosaries or pictures or images as “aids 
) devotion.” On the contrary, he would find several places 
here Jesus invited various persons to come to Him direct for 
he greatest blessings, and promised comfort and peace and a 
irgiveness of sins once for all, of which he had never been 
ld by any priest of his Church. Furthermore, in Salvation 
.rmy and Y. M. C. A. meetings he heard addresses and testi- 
onies given by those who had put the teaching of the New 
‘estament to the test, and bore witness to the truth in their 
laily life. 
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And all these things have produced deep and lasting effects, 
not only on the minds but on the hearts of thousands of these 
Catholic boys. They have become acquainted with the true 
Gospel as never before, and “the, entrance of Thy word giveth 
light ;’ and these men are very different men from what they 
were when they enlisted. 

Of course, much of this also applies to so-called “Protestant” 
soldiers, too. It has taken the tragedies of the war—as one of 
these latter put it in a letter, “to drive men from the devil to God.” 

Again. As to liberty. All the souls of all the Catholics 
—-both Greek and Roman—in a score of nations are aroused on 
the subject of civil liberty and the overthrow of autocracy. Is 
it to be supposed for a moment that these people, rising up to 
rid themselves of autocracy in the State, are for very long likely 
to sit quietly under autocracy in the Church? 

The Czechoslovak peoples are practically all Catholics, some 
Roman and some Greek; yet in their official pronouncements they 
have declared for Separation of Church and State, for liberty of 
conscience, liberty of worship and liberty of the press; and these 
very things have been specifically condemned by two Popes in 
our own day and generation—by Pope Pius IX in the Syllabus 
of Errors in 1864, and by Pope Leo XIII in the Encyclical 
Immortale Dei in 1885. 

Among the peoples that go to make up the Jugoslav combi 
nation there is, perhaps, a larger proportion of Catholics belong- 
ing to the Greek Church. While they have not yet formulated 
such an advanced programme, it is easy to see that they will be 
greatly influenced by the Czechoslav people and will not long 
continue to wear a yoke that has been cast off by Catholic com 
munities only a short distance to the north of them. And the 
sun never looked down upon a heavier yoke of autocracy than 
that laid upon their respective peoples by the Roman and Greek 
(Russian) hierarchies. 

Again. What has been the attitude of the Vatican itself dur- 
ing the war? We all know that it has not been on the side of 
righteousness. We can all remember the paragraph in the Peace 
Note of Pope Benedict XV, in which he suggested “mutual con- 
donations” on the part of Belgium and Germany, of the nation 
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to which Edith Cavell, and Captain Fryatt and most of the vic- 
tims of the Lusitania belonged and the Teuton violators of all 
international law and the perpetrators of all the unprintable 
horrors of the German occupation of Belgium and northern 
France. In the eyes of the so-called Vicar of Christ violators 
and victims were all equally guilty. 

“Mutual condonations” indeed! A phrase well worthy of its 
uventor—and also of his predecessors in the chair of St. Peter! 


Just as to how far the Vatican has rendered active aid to the 
Central Powers during the war may perhaps never be known; 
but it is to be hoped that the Peace Conference will not disperse 
before they have at least made an effort to find out how much 
the difficulties of the Allies have been increased by the intrigues 
and machinations of the representatives of the Vatican in Ire- 
land, Canada, Australia, South America (especially in Argen- 
tina), Portugal and Spain. In Italy the main facts with regard 
to the disaster at Caporetto are fairly widely known, and for an 
carlier act of murderous treachery one high official of the Vatican 
is a fugitive from justice—he happened to be caught with the 
goods. If the Italian Government chose to tell all it knows, the 
vorld would doubtless learn some interesting facts of practical 
value to every nation under the sun; though how much would 
ictually get into our newspapers is quite another question. 

We all remember published declarations by Papal writers 
here and in England that the “moral sanction” (save the mark!) 
of the Pope would be necessary in order to afford permanence 
to the decisions of the Congress. Fortunately for some good 
“Protestant” nations, France and Italy, who know the Vatican 
at closer range, took steps to thwart activities in certain coun- 
tries that see fit to place henchmen of the Vatican in all kinds of 
strategic positions in national, State and municipal government. 
Perhaps their respective representatives will return from Ver- 
sailles wiser men from conferences with Clemenceau, Viviani, 
Briand, Orlando and Sonnino. Let us hope so. 


An open door is presented to this Mission by the fact that 
all nations have been compelled to see that autocracy in. the 
Church is always in league with autocracy in the State, and that 
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for the safety of the State the autocracy of the Church must “be 
rendered virtually impotent.” 

There is not a Catholic nation—of any variety—on earth that 
is not open to the Gospel to-day as never before since the Papacy 
began to exercise its baneful sway over the peoples of the earth. 
More than that: this is the country upon which their eyes are 
fixed. The American Red Cross, the American Y. M. C. A., 
the American Expeditionary Force, the American President have 
won the hearts of all these people, especially throughout Europe, 
and the Bible, the Testament, the Gospel, as distributed and 
taught by Americans, will all be not only received but welcomed 
in every Catholic country. 

Again. The South American peoples. Until the United States 
entered the war—or perhaps it might be more correct to say 
until President Wilson began to lift the voice of the American 
people upon the war and its issues—there had been a measure of 
fear among some, and distrust among all, as to the mind of this 
nation concerning them. (It is quite easy to imagine, too, that 
this feeling would be carefully fostered and fed—if not created- 
by all men professionally interested in opposing the spread of 
popular education and the free institutions of the United States 
among the South American nations.) 

Those feelings have largely passed, and the door in South 
America is opened wider than ever before to the Gospel as sen! 
from this country. Do those peoples need it? Dr. Robert 
Speer has put it on record that the South American peoples need 
the Gospel of Jesus Christ five times more than those of an) 
“heathen” country that he had ever visited; and he has see: 
them all, I suppose. 

A South American editor said not long ago that those nation 
had come to realize that their own ideals of national life could 
only be wrought out in harmony with those of the United States 
which ideals are in the main those of the New Testament as ap 
plied to the affairs of the nation; and also, incidentally, it show: 
how far those peoples have traveled from the ideals of th: 
Vatican. 

Truly Christ’s Mission has “an open door” set before it in 
South America, in France, in Belgium, in Central Europe, in 
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Spain, in Portugal, as well as among the Catholics, Greek and 
koman, both of native and foreign birth in our own country! 

While it is true that the great, denominations will all rise to 
heir opportunities in respect of these people, yet we must never 
forget that upon us rests a peculiarly heavy responsibility because 
his work was specially created by God Himself for the evangeli- 
zation of all the Catholic peoples in the world, held in the bond- 
age of ignorance, illiteracy and superstition by the most tyran- 

cal ecclesiastical autocracies the world has ever seen! 

May God grant us all that we need to rise to the measure of 

ur Opportunities—and our responsibilities ! 


CHRIST’S MISSION AND GREEK (RUSSIAN) 
CATHOLICS 


The present condition of things in Russia is as much a dem- 
stration of the spiritual bankruptcy of the Catholicism of the 
reek Church as the Terror of 1789 in France was of that of 
1¢ Roman Church. Furthermore, in Serbia and other countries 
i the Jugoslav combination a similar condition of things is mani- 
t, though in a milder and somewhat different form. The chief 
‘lement in the difficulties that lie before the Peace Congress in 
ealing with these nationalities is the ignorance caused by the 
illiteracy imposed upon the people for centuries by the Roman 
nd Greek hierarchies for the purpose of holding them in sub- 
jection. We shall have more to say on this subject later. In the 
antime it is curious to find among the news items of January 18 
ne stating that at a service held recently in St. Paul’s Cathedral 
“to give thanks for the liberation of the Christian peoples of the 
ist,” the Archbishop of Athens, Serbian and other orthodox 
niests were present, and that in the congregation were the Greek 
and Serbian Ministers, the Russian Chargé d’Affaires and the 
Archimandrite of the Greek Church in London.. Two Canons of 
le Anglican Church, we are told, “received the Greek Metropoli- 
n at the west entrance.” Politics is evidently not the only agency 
hat “makes strange bedfellows;” but this does not make the 
situation less incongruous. 
The manifest duty of every evangelical Christian is to do his 
‘\most for the spread of the Gospel among Catholics of all kinds. 
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THE RELIGION OF THE SOUTH AMERICANS 


Among the recent books issued by the George H. Doran 
Company, New York, is one entitled “Understanding South 
America” ($2.00 net), by Clayton Sedgwick Cooper. The author 
is evidently a man of broad and liberal culture, a careful and 
accurate observer, and he possesses the valuable faculty (for the 
purpose of this book) of being able to write what he has to say 
in excellent language. The object of the volume is primarily 
to give the American merchant with little knowledge and less 
“vision” of lands outside his own a correct idea of general con- 
ditions—social, political and mercantile—confronting him if he 
wishes to take part in the commercial invasion of South Amer 
ica by both “big business” and little, of the United States. This 
task has not only been performed well, but with a degree of 
thoroughness that has left few important features of South 
American life untouched, 

Among the twenty-seven chapters that entitled “The Re- 
ligion of the South Americans” has the most interest for the 
friends and supporters of Christ’s Mission and its work. 

We believe that it was Father “Tom” Sherman, the Jesuit son 
of our Civil War hero of that name, who once described Porto 
Rico as “a Catholic country without any religion,” and the sum 
total of the twenty-five interesting pages of the chapter on relig- 
ious conditions in South America may be fairly summed up in 
that expert description of Porto Rico. 

Mr. Clark has clear ideas as to what these countries require 
in order to supply their religious and ethical needs. He says, 
for instance, that Peru “needs something strong and original, 
coming fresh out of the heart and souls of men who have seen 
their God through some personal experience.” 

In Chile, which is still “religiously medizval,” the domi- 
nance of the cathedral and the omnipresence of the priest are 
significant of the Roman Catholic Church and the religious abso- 
lutism with which these two important countries are swayed. 

In Argentina “religion has receded before the wave of utili- 
tarian progress,” and in Buenos Aires and Rio de Janeiro one 
almost needs a guide to find a church. In Brazil “men are not 
even religious through the influence of the women.” 

There are one or two interesting references to the Bible, 
which is an unknown book to the masses of the people; the 
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explanation is that “the Spanish-American republics received a 
Catholicism from Spain and Portugal which was guided almost 
entirely by the clergy, who studied their Bibles in Latin and 
closed them almost impregnably to the laity,” and what we are told 
of Argentina is equally true of all the South American coun- 
tries: “It is a people that have had their fill of ceremonial relig- 
ion, which has not satisfied the cravings of either the intellect or 
the soul. In few lands is there a more insistent need for a relig- 
ion that reveals itself in character.” 

Among the teachers in the Instituto Ward—a “private edu- 
cational effort” where commercial education is given—Mr. Clark 
found a former priest who had embraced Protestant Chris- 
tianity and was teaching Catholic boys. He believed that there 
were many priests in the Church who would gladly leave that 
faith if they could find any way of earning a living outside. 

Every chapter of the book is as interesting as it is informing, 
and there is as much to hold the attention of the sons and daugh- 
ters of the business man who owns it as there is to afford him 
the knowledge of commercial conditions of which he is in search. 
It can be obtained through this office. 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT OF CHRIST'S MISSION 
For the Year Ending March 1, 1917. 


RECEIPTS: 

Balance on Hand March 1st, 1917 

Subscriptions to The Protestant Review $1,930.73 
Contributions to General Fund 1,937.70 
Bequeathed to General Fund 500.00 
Contributions for Repairs 320.00 
Cc ntributions for Literary oly ny 10.00 
of 612.15 
Ou tside Offerings Received per Mr. E. M. Eriksen 394.04 
Interest on C. M. St. P. R. Bond . ° 50.00 
Ma gazines Sold at Mission - 27.92 
Ci 2.40 5,784.94 


$6,082.45 
DISBURSEMENTS: 


rotestant Review, Printing, Mailing, etc $ 550.00 
il, Gas and Telephone 314.20 
iries 2,183.00 
vertising 49.55 
erest on Mortgage and Insurance 194.00 
ixes (six months) 195.36 
336.00 
ce Expenses, Supplies, etc 195.06 
pairs to Mission House 593.54 
RVOGREE SIND 96 5 06 pd6050ccevceseadeccceuSascentasesee 83.50 
ulars, Papers, etc 34.60 
scellaneous 151.47 $5,880.37 


$202.08 


~ 
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Respectfully submitted, HENRY STEWART. 
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The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


The copy of the Bonay Bible nsed here was 
published by Iohu Murphy Company, Publish- 
ers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to the Goly 
See. Ft bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal 
Gibbons, dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899,” in 
which Bis Eminence describes it as “an accurate 
reprint of the Rheims and Douay edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think 
in them toa have life everlasting; and the 
same are they that give testimony of me.”— 
John uv, 39. 


Jesus THE Door For ALi MEN. 

I am the door. By me, if any man enter in, he 
shall be saved: and he shall go in, and go out, and 
shall find pastures.—John x, 9. 

This is one of the many texts in the New Testament th: 
shows that our Lord, when on earth, had provided no place { 
His Blessed Mother, or any of His apostles, or any “saint” o 
angel, on which any of these was to stand between any sinne 
and Himself. 

If He had intended any system of go-between to make it 
easier for sinners to approach Him it is reasonable to conclue 
that it would have been referred to in a saying of this importance 
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from His own lips. It might have been expressed in some such 
way as this: “I am the door; but the apostle Peter, and saints 
and angels, have been appointed to keep the way, and only to 
those for whom they intercede will the gate be opened,” 

Nothing of the kind, however, is suggested by the text, “I 
am the door. By me, if any man enter in, he shall be saved.” 
The figure is of the simplest kind. All that is needed to open a 
loor is to go up to it, turn the handle and move it back on its 
iinges. The one essential—and that is absolutely necessary— 
s direct contact of the individual with the door itself. 

And that is what our Lord had in mind. 

Under the law of Moses the priests and Levites did stand 
etween the people and God. They offered the appointed sac- 
rifices, and the people did deal with God, so to speak, through 
the hierarchy of their Church. But that dispensation was near- 
ng its end, and Jesus says, in this figure: “From now on you 
1eed no priest and no offering when you want to find peace with 
(sod. I am the door: all you have to do is to come close up to 
Me, and pass into My salvation when I open the way for you.” 

This line of thought has been suggested by a beautiful hymn 
written by a Roman Catholic of high literary attainments, and 
me of those sincere, pious souls whose experiences tend to ex- 
‘ite feelings of indignation against those “blind leaders of the 
blind” who, by forms and ceremonies and commandments of men, 
block the way to Christ the Door from them. 

The words of this hymn run thus: 

Mysterious Spirit, unto whom 
Is known my sad and earth-beund frame; 


Thou whom my soul, ’midst doubt and gloom, 
Adoreth with a perfect flame,— 


Give me the speed of bird or wind, 
Or torrent rushing to the sea, 

That, soaring upwards, I may find 
My resting-place and home in Thee. 


Swifter than torrent, tempest, light, 
I fly to my serene abode, 

And on the last and holiest height 
Find rest and joy and peace in God. 


These lines were written by Alphonse de Lamartine, a 
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Frenchman of the early days of the last century. When only a 
boy studying in a Jesuit college he was something of a mystic, 
as may be learned from these words: 


In the darkening church I hid in the darkest shadow of a 
pillar; I wrapped myself closely in my cloak as in a shroud; I 
ieaned my forehead on the cold marble balustrade, and for un- 
counted periods remained lost in silent but incessant adoration. 
I no longer felt the ground beneath me; I was immersed in God, 
as an atom, floating in the warmth of a Summer day, rises, is 
drowned, loses itself in the atmosphere, and, transparent as ether, 
seems as ethereal as the air itself, as luminous as the light! This 
suave serenity of soul in which my pious impulses wrapped me 
never abandoned me during the four years I spent in finishing 
my studies. 

In later life he became one of those Catholics who make 
their non-Catholic friends and acquaintances wonder why they 
still remain in their Church. He became an advocate of relig- 
ious liberty, of the freedom of the press, of the emancipation 
of the schools from the control of the Church, of the 
entire separation of Church and State, and of the abolition 
of the Concordat between the Church and the State arranged 
by Napoleon I. More than that, he began to write philosoph- 
ical articles that displeased the clergy of his time, and 
two of his books were placed on the Index Expurgatorius, But 
his philosophy did not appease his desires after God, for he 
once wrote: “I travail for God, and not for a miserable worm 
such as I am. I seek to discover the best road to bring men 
back to Him, and to prevent their stumbling back to darkness 
This is the whole secret of my so-called evolutions.” 

Alas for the scholar, the philosopher, the statesman, the 
hymn-writer, that he did not know, apparently, that Jesus Him- 
self was the Door, through whom he might have entered into 
ihe joyful experience of the Apostle Paul, who said: “I know 
whom I have believed, and am persuaded that He is able.” 

There are doubtless thousands of pious Catholics whose 
spiritual aspirations find fitting and beautiful expression in the 
hymn quoted above, and for their benefit is now given another 
hymn written from the joyful heart of a poet who had “entered 
in by the Door” to the joy of his heart and the peace of his soul: 
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I heard the voice of Jesus say, 
“Come unto Me and rest; 

Lay down, thou weary one, lay down 
Thy head upon My breast;” 

I came to Jesus as I was, 
Weary, and worn, and sad; 

I found in Him a resting-place, 
And He has made me glad. 


I heard the voice of Jesus say, 
“Behold, I freely give 
The living water, thirsty one; 
Stoop down and drink and live:” 
I came to Jesus, and I drank 
Of that life-giving stream; 
My thirst was quenched, my soul revived, 
And now I live in Him. 


I heard the voice of Jesus say, 
“T am this dark world’s Light; 
Look unto Me, thy morn shall rise, 
And all thy day be bright:” 
I looked to Jesus, and I found 
In Him my Star, my Sun; 
And in that Light of life I'll walk 
Till traveling days are done. 

And yet this poem is in line with texts in the Catholic Bible: 

Verse 1—Come to me, all you that labour, and are burdened, 
and I will refresh you. 

Take up my yoke upon you, and learn of me, because I am 
eek and humble of heart: and you shall find rest unto your 
»uls—Matthew xi, 28, 29. 

Verse 2.—Jesus answered and said unto her: Whosoever 
lrinketh of this water, shall thirst again; but he that shall drink 
\f the water that I will give him, shall not thirst for ever. But 
he water that I will give him, shall become in him a fountain 
f water, springing up into life everlasting—lJohn iv, 13, 14. 

And on the last, and great day of the festivity, Jesus stood 
md cried, saying: If any man thirst, let him come to me, and 

irink.—John vii, 37. 

Verse 3.—I am the light of the world: he that followeth me, 
wvalketh not in darkness, but shall have the light of life. 

If we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have fellow- 
hip one with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son 
leanseth us from all sin.—I John i, 7. 

Dear reader, go straight up to Jesus the Door—to Him 
Himself, and enter into the experience of the second hymn. 
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VATICANISM IN IRELAND 


On December 10, 1918, at Madison Square Garden, New 
York, Cardinal O’Connell made a speech in support of what is 
virtually the mobilization of the Papal forces in Ireland against 
the British Government, in which he said that it was “the fidelity 
of Ireland to all she holds most sacred which has been the chief 
cause of her offending.” 

The learned author of “England’s Fight with the Papacy,” 
the late Walter Walsh, F. R. Hist. S., gives considerable space 
in that volume to Ireland as a kind of military base from which 
the Vatican has at various times conducted its campaigns against 
England. The following passages from that work throw an in 
teresting light on at least a few of the reasons, why, at times, 
Ireland has, to use the Cardinal O’Connell’s words, “felt the hee! 
of a foreign despot mercilessly grinding them down into the ver) 
dust of humiliation.” 

And the Beatification of Oliver Plunket by Pope Benedict X\ 
Was quite in line with these acts of his predecessors. Men and 
manners may change, but fundamental principles never; and i 
is the knowledge of that fact that is the chief element in th: 
stand taken by the Protestants of Ulster to-day. 

a 

In 1570 Pope Pius V issued a Bull, dated April 27, depos 
ing Queen Elizabeth from her throne and declaring “the nobility, 
subjects and people of the said Kingdom, and all others wh 
have in any manner sworn to her, to be forever absolved from 
any such oath and all kind of duty, fidelity and obedience, as we 
do by authority of these presents absolve them, and do deprive 
the same Elizabeth of her pretended title to the Kingdom, and a! 
other things abovesaid;’ and this document was renewed by 
Popes Gregory XIII and Sixtus V (p. 189). 

This Bull, together with the Northern Rebellion in England 
and the Ridolfi conspiracy to assassinate Queen Elizabeth, nat 
urally caused the enactment of new laws calculated to restric 
the activities of the Pope’s henchmen. 

In 1579 Pope Gregory XIII equipped an expedition for Ire 
land to fight against England, under the command of James Fitz 
maurice, who was accompanied by Nicholas Sanders as Papa 
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Nuncio, and two Irish bishops. They landed in Dingle July 17. 


Fi 


cf 


maurice fell in battle in September and was succeeded in his 


mmand by Sir John of Desmond, on whose behalf Gregory 


X11 issued a Bull addressed to the Archbishops, Bishops, noble- 


and people of Ireland, granting to all.who took part in the 
ellion “pardon and remission” of their sins, after having con- 
ed, and an Indulgence identical with that “imparted to those 
fought against the Turks for the ransom of the Holy Land.” 


This was dated May 13, 1580. 


pP 
tl 
t 


p 
h 
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This Rebellion was suppressed in due course, but it is not 
urate to describe a rising like this as an attempt on the part 
he Irish people to assert their own sovereignty. 
In 1593 Dr. James O’Hely, Archbishop of Tuam, arrived in 
\in saying that he had for years labored both in public and 
‘rivate to unite the Catholics of Ireland in a League for the 
pose of making them take up arms on behalf of the Catholic 
th. (E. F. P., p. 247.) And the Bishop of Killaloe wrote to 
King of Spain, September 3, 1593, saying, in his letter: “I 
you, most mighty King, by the Blood of Jesus to enter on 
s task with a lively faith and courageous mind. By sending 


is force to Ireland your Majesty will acquire everlasting re- 


vn, and a vast and fertile Kingdom.” (This expedition was 


ily to exchange one sovereign for another, so far as the people 
ere concerned. ) 


In 1594 Pope Clement VIII sent Dr. M’Gauran as his Envoy 
the Irish nation.” He bore a message from the King of Spain 
declare war on the Protestants in defence of the Catholic faith, 
| saying that he would soon send them aid. Unlike many 
estly supporters of the Sinn Fein to-day, Dr. M’Gauran had 
courage to “go over the top” himself as well as ask others 
do so, for he was killed in battle soon after. 

Philip II of Spain sent Captain Alonzo Cobos to Ireland to re- 
rt on the prospects of the war. He wrote his master that when 
arrived in Ireland “the Irish chiefs had almost concluded peace 
th the Queen, on terms satisfactory to themselves ;” but that, 
ing to his persuasions, they had desisted from making peace 


d had decided upon “taking up arms against the Queen of 
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England, and sincerely turning their hearts to God and the King, 
in whose services as faithful vassals they remain.” 

A little later the Pope sent a number of Jesuits to Ireland, 
who landed at Waterford in 1596. Three years later two Span- 
ish ships brought 22,000 gold pieces to pay Hugh O’Neill’s army. 
On one of these was Matthew de Oviedo, titular Archbishop of 
Dublin, “bringing from the Pope Indulgences and remission of 
sins to all who would take arms against the English in defence 
of the Faith.” In his address to the Catholics of Ireland, No- 
vember 15, 1599, O’Neill declared: “Upon my salvation chiefly 
and principally I fight for the Catholic faith and for the extirpa- 
tion of heresy.” 

To help this Rebellion, Pope Clement VIII issued a Bull 
(April 18, 1600) addressed to “the Archbishops, Bishops and 
Prelates; also to our beloved children the Princes, Earls, Barons 
and people of Ireland,” in which he said: 

“Whereas, we have learned that, in pursuance of exhortations 
addressed to you this some while past, by the Popes of Rome, our 
predecessors and by ourselves and the Apostolic See,” etc. 

On September 23, 1601, Don Juan de Aquila, General of the 
army sent by the King of Spain, landed at Kinsale with his troops. 
He soon issued a proclamation saying that he had come to Ireland 
to enforce the Deposing Bulls of the Popes against Queen Eliza- 
beth. Part of this proclamation read thus: 

“The Pope, Christ’s Vicar on earth, doth command you to 
take arms for the defence of your faith. . . . Whosoever shall 
do this [come to him with friends and weapons] shall find us 
prepared, and we will communicate unto them those things which 
we possess. And whosoever shall do otherwise and remain in 
obedience of the English, we will persecute him as an heretic 
and a hateful enemy of the Church even unto death.” 

Although O’Neill and his Spanish helpers won several vic- 
tories, yet after a series of disasters O’Neill gave up the contest 
and fled to the Continent. At last he reached Rome, where he 
received a hearty welcome from the Pope. 

One very curious contingency with regard to Ireland is men- 
tioned by Ranke (“History of the Popes,” vol. II, pp. 535-558, 
edition 1840), in connection with a plan formed by Pope Urban 
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VIII for the destruction of England by France and Spain. That 
was that if these Powers were successful in their efforts, Jreland 
was to fall to the Holy See as the Pope’s share of the spoils,” in 
which case the Pope would probably govern it by a Viceroy.” 
K * a 

\WVith regard to the Irish Rebellion of 1641, the Rev. C. 
O’Conor, D.D., declared that is was started at “a time of pro- 
found peace [and] great goodwill on the part of the King’s gov- 
ernment.”” Down to that moment, he says, “Ireland had never 
experienced, since the twelfth century, such a calm; never was 
there less provocation to rebellion.” Dr. Killen says that in that 
year “Ireland seemed to be singularly tranquil. . .. Romish 
lawyers were permitted to practise at the bar, Romish magis- 
trates were admitted to the bench; Romish senators sat in the 
Upper as well as the Lower House of Parliament, and in most 
parts of the country the Romish worship was freely tolerated.” 

“The cause of the war,” says Petty, “was a desire of the 
Romanists to recover the Church revenue, with about £110,000 
per annum, and of the common Irish to get all the Englishmen’s 
estates, and of the ten or twelve grandees of Ireland to get the 
empire of the whole.” On Feb. 22, 1642, Father Hugh Bourke, 
Commissary of the Irish Friars Minors in Germany and Belgium, 
wrote: “It is a war merely of religion, as pertaining to his Holi- 
ness, especially as the realm of Ireland is a fief of the Church, 
and being liberated can requite his Holiness with the Peter- 
Pence.” . . . The first thing is to purge the land of heretics.” 

On May 16, 1643, Pope Urban VIII gave his Pontifical bless- 
ing to the rebels by a special Bull, in which he granted to all the 
faithful Christians militating against the heretics and other 
enemies of the Catholic faith . . . a full and plenary indul- 
gence and absolute remission for all their sins.” In that year 
this Pope sent Father Scarampi, an Oratorian, to Ireland as his 
accredited agent to the rebels with money and a quantity of arms. 
Two years later Pope Innocent X sent a Nuncio, named 
Rinuccini, to the Irish Confederation, who greatly assisted the 
rebels with arms and money, Cardinal Barberini sending him 
1,000 crowns and Cardinal Mazarin 25,000 dollars. 

In 1645 an Irish Jesuit, named Conor O’Mahony, residing in 
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Portugal, wrote a book, entitled Disputatis Apologetica de jure 
Regni Hibernie ad versus hereticos. Henry Foley, S. J., writing 
in 1883, says that he “was a great light on Moral Theology in 
Lisbon.” In this book O’Mahony wrote to the Irish rebels: 

“My dear Irish! Go on and perfect the work of your liberty 
and defence, which is so happily begun by you, and kill all the 
heretics and all that do assist and defend those. You have in tlie 
space of four or five years, that is, between the years 1641 and 
1645, wherein I write this, killed 150,000 heretics, as your enc- 
mies do acknowledge. Neither do you deny it. And for my own 
part, as I verily believe you have killed more of them, so J wou!d 
io God you had killed them all. . . . Let us choose a Catholic 
King from among our brethren; and let us have Catholic judges 
and magistrates to rule over us in matters temporal, and ile 
Pope in all matters spiritual.” 


A “PROGRESSIVE” POPE—A CONTRADICTION IN 
TERMS 


On Dec. 28,°1918, the New York Times published an eci- 
torial on an alleged utterance of Pope Benedict XV to the effect 
that he would do all in his power to facilitate “acquiescence in 
the decisions of the Peace Congress, in order to secure a just and 
durable peace.” The wording of the whole screed suggests that 
“fine Italian hand,” and it finishes by saying that it is “of great 
importance” to have “so progressive” a Pope as Benedict XV. 

Mr. Field Glass wrote a letter to the paper, stating in very 
concise and conservative language that, in view of the Vatican 
Decree'of 1870, the Syllabus of Errors of Pope Pius IX and the 
Encyclical Jmmortale Dei of Pope Leo XIII, it was not possile 
for any Pope to be “progressive.” It never appeared. 

One of our Christ’s Mission priests who, together with his 
excellent wife, is doing successful evangelistic work in West 
Hoboken, N. J., also wrote to the Times. His letter was sup- 
pressed also, but we are pleased to give our readers a copy of it: 


Tue Rev. A. BONGARZONE’S LETTER. 


“To the Editor New York Times: 
“Sir: Asa citizen of the United States, born and educated in 
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Italy, and a daily reader of your paper, I take the liberty of 
addressing you as to your editorial of Dec. 28 about the Pope. 

“There I read that the present Pope is ‘progressive.’ 

‘Can a Pope be progressive ? 

‘When I remember the dogma of Infallibility proclaimed by 
Pope Pius IX, I can hardly unite these two qualities in one man. 
If he is infallible he cannot take one step different from those of 
other Popes; and if all Popes have been reactionary, Benedict XV 
cannot be otherwise. If he attempts to be progressive he must 
renounce his infallibility, and so he will no longer be a Pope. 

‘Besides, I cannot see any mistake on the part of Charles, 

ex-ruler of Austria, in asking the good offices of the Pope 
for the restoration of the House of Hapsburg. We Italians know 
very well of the intimacy between the Pope and the House of 
Hapsburg. We know that the worst secular enemy of Italy has 
becn the Pope; we know that the House of Hapsburg was will- 
ing to restore the Temporal Power of the Pope, and now that 
Charles has fallen it was the Pope’s duty to run to his rescue, 

‘But I do not think that at the present time the Pope cares 

ake Charles’ part, and for the simple reason that the Pope, 

‘ing infallible, changes as soon as the situation changes. That 
is the teaching of the Papacy appears in scores of instances, 
ugh I will only refer to one. 

“The Treaty of Fontainebleau was executed and signed by 

‘:poleon I and Pope Pius VII; but as soon as the star of 
poleon began to decline the same Pope declared the treaty null 

«| void. And he wrote that he did so according to the prece- 
it set by Pope Pascal II, who on two occasions negotiated a 

‘eaty with Henry V of Germany, and on two occasions declared 
treaty he had signed null and void. 

“I am confident that if the Central Powers had been victo- 

us the Pope would have been with them. 

“Many people in America are not yet well acquainted with 

doctrines of the Papacy, and when the day comes that they 

lerstand them better no paper will suggest that a Pope can 

‘progressive.’ 

“We must all be thankful to God—especially the Italians— 

the victory of the Allies, as it includes, sooner or later, the 

truction of a political Vatican. “A. BONGARZONE.” 
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PRESIDENT WILSON AND POPE BENEDICT XV. 


Since the day when our Lord conversed with “the Prince of 
this World,” in the episode of the Great Temptation, no figures 
of equal prominence in colossal systems of thought and action 
have stood face to face as when Pope Benedict XV stood in 
the presence of the President of the United States on Saturday, 
January 4, 1919. 

Perhaps the historical meeting of nearest approach was that 
of Martin Luther and the Emperor Charles V at the Diet of 
Worms; but Luther was not the head of a nation, and Charles V 
arrogated to himself none of the claims of Pope Benedict XV. 

So far as intrinsic “importance” is concerned, of course the 
latter constituted a real historical event and the opening of a 
new era in the world’s history. The polite platitudes, however, 
of the interview between our President and the Pope (however 
picturesque and even bizarre in their incongruities) are not likely 
to produce the slightest practical effect anywhere. 

That the President had no intention of being made a monkey 
to pull the Vatican chestnuts out of any sort of fire may be 
gathered from the fact that the first despatches from Paris about 


the visit all said that he would receive Protestant deputations 
at the Methodist College in Rome on the same day. Later, how- 
ever, it was decided that this reception should be held in the 
American Protestant Episcopal church—doubtless out of consid- 
eration for the dilemma in which the Pope found himself (in 
view of the Fairbanks and Roosevelt episodes during the pontifi- 
cate of Pope Pius X) when the first announcement was made. 


Wuat THE Two MEN REPRESENTED. 


President Wilson—Democracy. Pope Benedict—Autocratice Theo 


Separation of the Church and State 
Liberty of Conscience 

Liberty of Worship 

Liberty of Opinion 

Liberty of the Press 

Liberty of Speech 

Liberty of Teaching 


The specific condemnation of ea 
these by Pope Leo XIII in En 
cal “Immortale Dei,’ 1885, 


Equal Opportunity for all. The People in subjection to Priv eged 


Classes and Individuals, viz., (1) the 
aristocracy or plutocracy; (2) the 
crown; (3) the hierarchy; (4) the 
Vatican. 
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The individual man owing allegiance 
alone to the State and to its head 
only as the representative of the 
Constitution and Law enacted by the 
will of the people. 


The Bible open to all. 


The Democracies of the United States 

and Great Britain, and relatively 

* peoples, and their moral and 
economic conditions, 


Open diplomacy. 


The Pope, as God’s personal represen- 
tative, with power of attorney from 
the Almighty, ruling the soul, mind 
and life of every man, woman and 
child on earth, with a power of which 
the Spanish Inquisition stands as the 
most typical exponent, 


The Bible virtually forbidden to the 
Laity (as late as Pope Leo XIII). 


The political and economic conditions 
typified in Spain and some Central 
and South American “republics’— 
“democracies” without the Bible, and 
therefore virtually ruled by the Ro- 
man hierarchy, and with correspond- 
ing moral and economic conditions, 


The tortuous secret carrying on of sys- 
tems of deceitful and treacherous in- 
trigues summed up in, and usually 
understood by, the word “Jesuitism.” 


In this connection, too, it may be well to look at a few of 


THE MEN BEHIND THE MEN. 


PRESIDENT WILSON, 


in (The Emancipation Proclama- 
n). 


(enforcer of the Bmancipation 
clamation). 


son, the Declaration of Independ- 


ington, the vindicator of English 
neiples of Liberty against a King 
England, 


well, champion of religious liberty. 


Elizabeth, the champion of Prot- 


intism, 
Knox, 
according to Pope Leo XIII 


mmortale Dei’) the Father of 
rican political institutions, 


Pore BENEDICT XV. 
Pope Pius X, “Pascendi ;"” “Ne Temere ;” 
“Edite Sepe;” “Quantavis Diligen- 


tia.” 


Columbus, the first European 
trader in this hemisphere. He learned 
the business in Portugal, Prince 
Henry having obtained the approval 
of Pope Martin V. Columbus also 
established the infamous “reparti- 
miento” system in Hispaniola. 


slave- 


Pope Leo XIII (“Immortale Dei”). 


Pope Pius 
(1864). 


IX, Syllabus of Errors 


Pope Gregory XIII, Official Thanksgiv- 
ing and Medal for Massacre of St. 
Bartholomew. 


Pope Pius V—‘Regnans in Excelsis.” 


Pope Alexander VI. 


Pope Leo X. 
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John Wycliffe. Pope Adrian IV, who sold Irelan: to 
King Henry II, 


John Huss. Pope Boniface VIII. 


Stephen Langton, aid to’the barons in Pope Innocent III excommunicated the 
obtaining Magna Charta from King barons, absolved King John from ex- 
John. ecuting its provisions, and interned 

Langton in Rome for refusing to read 
the @ull of excommunication, 


ROME leads RUM in REBELLION 
Cardinal Gibbons and Dr. Belford Oppose 18th Amendment 


The clergy of the Catholic Church are the invisible spiritual officers of the 
Government, and entitled to rank high in the nation’s roll of honor. Cardinal 
Farley is no exception to this class. The Catholic Church is ever a strong con- 
tending force exerting its great power to blot out socialism, anarchy and other 
kindred doctrines of menace to the Government. 

True to the teachings and doctrines of the Catholic Church for years, slong 
with other ministers of the Church, Cardinal Farley has rendered important serv- 
ice to the Government by counseling and advising those under his spiritual 
direction to be staunch supporters of the Government, to obey its laws, to re- 
spect its authority, and be loyal even to the shedding of blood in defense «f its 
principles.—“Intermountain Catholic,” Salt Lake City, Nov. 9, 1912, 


This is just one of a number of statements of the same tenor 
frequently appearing in the Papal press in various forms, the 
idea sought to be conveyed being that the Church and its hier- 


archy are whole-hearted supporters not only of the United 
States Government, but of our national institutions and prin- 
ciples. 


One of the first of these principles is that of the acceptance 
of the will of the majority on the part of the minority on any 
public question that is submitted to the test of a vote. 

As every one knows who reads the papers, the thirty-sixth 
State to adopt the Prohibition Amendment to the Constitution 
did so on January 16. The State of New York had not done so 
then, and four days later Cardinal Gibbons issued a statement 
“only made public after careful thought,” condemning Prohibi- 
tion as against personal liberty, causing loss to the Government 
revenues, and striking “at the fundamentals of the Christian 
religion.” (New York World, Jan. 21.) This last refers t 
use of wine in the Mass! He added one new paragraph, qu 
in these words by the Outlook: “In the carrying out of th« 

I see also an invasion of the home which up to now all men | 
agreed is a sacred, holy place. These agents may enter our h: 
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with the violence of burglars and the immunity of officers of 
the law.” 

Up to the time when the ratification of the amendment went 
into effect the Cardinal, in our opinion, had a perfect right to 
make any legitimate effort by tongue and pen in opposition to it; 
but to speak against it in any such manner as that indicated after 
the vote of the Nebraska Legislature places him in the same class 
vith those citizens who opposed the actions of the Government 
after war had been declared with Germany, and also among those 
who utter “doctrines of menace to the Government.” 

This was the view taken by Mr. W. H. Anderson, New York 
State Superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League, who, on Jan- 
uary 27, at a ministers’ meeting in this city, said: 


A distinguished citizen of Baltimore has invaded New York 
r recently through the newspapers and thrown the weight of his 

influence against ratification in the Empire State. Unfortunately 
the statement made by Cardinal Gibbons and widely published 
in New York, to the effect that prohibition would interfere with 
the securing of fermented wine by the priests of his Church for 
sacramental purposes is absolutely untrue. 


THe “SACRAMENT WINE” BUGABOO. 


The prohibition amendment touches nothing except the bev- 
erage use of alcoholic liquor, and there has not been anywhere 

y attempt on the past of the Anti-Saloon League to interfere 
with the securing of wine for sacramental use. Under the cir- 
cumstances granting, as we must, that the Cardinal’s statement 
\as made in good faith, he shows such lack of knowledge of the 
facts as utterly to disqualify him as an expert witness upon this 
whole question. 

However, so long as they can secure wine for sacramental 
Purposes, sO as not in any respect to interfere with their religious 
r'tes and observances, we have a right to expect that the clergy of 
te Catholic Church shall submit to deprivation in the matter of 
leverage use of wine, if it be a deprivation, for the sake of the 
common good, as cheerfully as the man in the street who makes 

pretense to moral ideals. And if the Catholic counties of 

iarles and St. Mary’s in the State of Maryland have the right 

vote to abolish the sale of liquor, which the Cardinal not only 

ognizes but advocates, then the American nation has the right 

do the same thing in the orderly manner prescribed by law 

thout being subject to illegitimate criticism, ecclesiastical or 
© herwise. 
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The Cardinal has been defeated on this question after he has 
had every opportunity to express his views. The Legislature of 
his own State of Maryland last Winter declined to take seriously 
the grounds of opposition alleged by him, and Maryland was one 
of the early States to ratify. Let him now prove that he is a 
good enough American to accept majority rule. 

“A RELIGIOUS SMOKE-SCREEN.” 

We had intended to pass over it in silence, but this reiteration 
of untruthful statements calculated to raise a sectarian issue 
seems to require that we now say that the same dishonest and 
untruthful statements were widely circulated in New York dur- 
ing the recent campaign as a sort of religious smoke-screen behind 
which to mask a Catholic drive for the election of a Catholic 
Governor of New York State. 

If Cardinal Gibbons desires to oppose prohibition because 
many of the largest and wealthiest distillers of Maryland are 
members of and liberal contributors to his Church, and because 
most of the saloon-keepers who belong to any church are Catho- 
lics in good standing, or if he wishes to oppose prohibition for 
any other reason, he has a perfect right to do so as an American 
citizen. But he has no right to do it in words which have no 
basis in fact, but which are calculated to arouse religious hatred 
and class prejudice. When a high dignitary of a conservative 
Church resorts to incendiary utterances which impliedly invite 
lawlessness and suggest that it can be blamed upon prohibition, 


just so far he becomes an obstacle to law and order and an enemy 
of the American Republic. 


Tue CarpInaL Not THE CHURCH. 

This is no attack on the Catholic Church. 

I am glad that we know that Cardinal Gibbons does not repre- 
sent the entire Catholic Church on this question any more than 
some Protestant preacher who lives in the past represents Prot- 
estant Christianity on this question. I am glad that a large and 
increasing element of the Catholic Church, especially among the 
younger clergy, is standing for prohibition in the West and 
middle West, and I think ex-Gov. Sanders is in a position to tell 
you this morning that the same thing is true in the South. 


At the same meeting former Governor Sanders, of Louisiana, 
said : 


You here in New York are going through in January what 
we went through in Louisiana last Summer. The only difference 
is that ours was a subsequent fight, while yours is being carried 
on only to add to the gayety of nations. It doesn’t really matter 
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what you people up here do; you’re going dry whether you like 
it or not. Down in Louisiana the representatives of the liquor 
traffic told me that if they could beat the amendment in that State 
they could beat it in the nation, and if they could not they be- 
lieved the national fight was lost. 

They proved to be true prophets, for they lost in Louisiana, 
and they lost in the nation. A large proportion of our people are 
Spanish and French. We had to fight the national ideas of those 
people, and then the religious question was injected into the fight. 
It did not work. Louisiana French and Spanish and Louisiana 
Catholics voted for prohibition. Every man answered the ques- 
tion according to his own conscience and from the standpoint of 
whether it was right or whether it was wrong. 

,. es 

If an “American Prince of the Church” takes up the above 
position of virtual defiance to the nation, it is not to be won- 
dered at that a parish priest like Father Belford, pastor of the 
Church of the Nativity, Classon Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y., should 
issue a similar fulmination, although couched in rather more 
characteristically Catholic form. In the February issue of The 
\/entor, the first editorial is entitled “Prohibition,” and reads thus 

talics ours) : 

This iniquitous law is here and it looks as if it was here to 
tay for a long time. It is the worst invasion of personal liberty 
he world has ever seen. It is not the will of the American peo- 
je. It is the will of a small minority of narrow-minded bigots 
who have availed themselves of a weak spot in the Constitution 
and forced upon the majority a law which is as iniquitous as it 

odious. Jt is an unjust law. No one is bound to obey it. No 
ye should have the least scruple about evading it, breaking it, 
- defying it. 

How, you will ask, could such a law be enacted? /t owes its 
‘istence to a band of fanatical thugs and blackmailers. They 
ive held up legislators as truly as ever a highwayman held up his 
‘tim. They have browbeaten, bulldozed, threatened and fright- 
ed men into supporting a measure which every decent man 
ithes and every honest man despises. 

They hired hundreds of spies, detectives and investigators, 
it them on the track of every legislator who would not promise 

support their iniquitous measure, and then, when they had 
1wled through the sewers and strained the cesspools of scan- 

dal, they produced their vile evidence and have the victim deliver 
his vote or accept the infamy of exposure. 

Then they bought others with votes. For the one legislator 
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who really believes in prohibition, there are at least two who nei- 
ther believe in it nor practise it. Let us hope that these moder; 
Manichees who have procured this infamous legislation will now 
proceed to make it as odious as possible. Give them all the spies 
they can use; let them choose their inspectors, detectives ani 
agents; give them the right to enter any house, at any hour, and 
search for hidden liquor; allow them at sight to destroy anything 
that looks like liquor. Then, let us see how long the American 
people will stand them. Smaller things than this have brougit 
on revolutions.. Talk about America being 
The Land of the Free and the Home of the Brave! 


This brood of vipers has made it 
The Land of the Freak and the Home of the Knave! 


[The foregoing was “set” from an original copy of the Mentor. | 


Some people who have hitherto looked upon Roman prie 
as having very much the same standards of religion and ethics 
as Protestant ministers will be surprised at the utterances given 
above. One of the chief reasons for the attitude of these eccle 
siastics is to be found in this paragraph on the results of nation- 
wide Prohibition from the Philadelphia North American: 

“Tt will have a radically beneficial effect in politics, espe- 
cially in the large cities, where the saloon and the liquor vote 
have been the mainstays of machine despotism and corrup- 
tion. And in States like Pennsylvania it will emancipate the 
judiciary from a function which not only was degrading to 
the courts, but which led to the selection of men for the bench 
because of their advocacy of the traffic.” 


A NEW YEAR’S GIFT TO FRENCH PROTESTANTS 
A gift of 350,000 francs (about $70,000) was the New Year's 

greeting to the French Protestant Federation cabled on Jan. * 
from the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in Ame: 
This amount was contributed through the Committee 
Christian Relief in France and Belgium of the Federal Cou: 
by the National Lutheran Commission, the Reformed Chi 
in the United States and the American Huguenot Commit: 
Up to that date more than $140,000 had been contributed thro 
this committee for relief in France and Belgium. Any sums tot 
this object sent to the Secretary of Christ’s Mission will be du! 
and promptly forwarded to the proper quarter. 





